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factors. In either theory, it is not the 'I remember', that
distinguishes memory from perception.  To have the expe-
rience 'I remember', I should know all ready that it is a
case of memory; otherwise I cannot say 'I remember9. To
know that it is a case of memory I should know that the
other experience is a perceptual one involving 'grahya^
'grihita' and 'grahana'. ^'(apprehended object, one who
apprechends, and apprehension), Even prior to the memory
I should know that there is a perceptual experience which
differs from this memory experience. Therefore I cannot
have either the immediate experience of memory which is
distinct from the perceptual one, or the inferential cogni-
tion of memory which is distinct from the inferred knowl-
edge of perception. I cannot have this or that unless I cog-
nise that this experience or that cognition differs from its
perceptual correlate.

For, the tf! remember' and the <! infer' are determined
by the apprehention of the specific meaning of the given.
Hence even before I have the experience of 6! remember*
I should be knowing the difference between perception and
memory. I cannot bring in the e! remember' as pointing
out the difference to me for the first time.

Objection : Both experience and the memory there-
of have the same object |and yet that they differ is well
known. What is this difference ?

Reply : Padmapada says that memory arises from the
'saxnskara' of the earlier experience; and the function of
memory is only to make manifest the object.
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